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WHY THEODORE ROOSEVELT SHOULD BE 
ELECTED PRESIDENT. 

BY HENRY CABOT LODGE, UNITED STATES SENATOR 
FROM MASSACHUSETTS. 



Presidential elections, as a rule, have hitherto belonged to 
one of two classes. They have either turned upon some one great 
and dominant issue involving the overthrow of an old policy and 
the establishment of a new one, or they have been entirely per- 
sonal. The elections of 1800, of 1860, and of 1896 are examples 
of the first class. Those of 1824, 1828, and 1884 are examples of 
the second. In 1800, the question was whether the strong repres- 
sive and centralizing policies of the Federalist party should be 
continued; in 1860, whether the extension of slavery should be 
arrested; in 1896, whether the country should be placed on a 
silver standard and alienated from the gold standard of the 
great commercial nations of the world. In 1824, the " era of good 
feeling," perhaps more fertile in malignant personalities than any 
other period in our history, produced a campaign which turned 
upon the personal characters of the various candidates. The elec- 
tion of 1828, when Jackson defeated Adams, was possibly even 
more venomous, and that of 1884 was of a similar character. 
Where a single dominant issue, which arouses deep feeling, pre- 
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vails, candidates occupy a secondary position in the public mind 
in reaching a decision. In a personal campaign, public policies 
have been lost sight of, and the contests have sunk to that state of 
degradation which always arises when votes are sought by virulent 
and distorted charges, many of them the inventions of malice, 
against the personal characters and past lives of the contending 
candidates. Fortunately for the sanity and decency of our politics, 
these purely personal campaigns have been comparatively few, and 
our Presidential elections have generally been decided upon some 
great public issue and the choice between well-defined but opposing 
policies. 

In 1892, the election turned upon the tariff question. The issue 
was sharply defined ; the Kepublicans, as always, stood for protec- 
tion, while the Democrats declared for free trade and denounced 
the protective tariff as unconstitutional. There were, of course, 
then, as in every campaign, subsidiary issues and subjects of dis- 
cussion more or less numerous and important; but, stated broadly, 
the campaign was decided upon the issue of protection or free 
trade. TTpon that issue the Democratic party won. They came 
into power on the 4th of March, 1893, in complete control of every 
branch of the government; but, when they brought their principles 
to the test, they were unable to embody in law the policy they 
had declared, and upon which they had carried the country. The 
tariff which they passed was a protective tariff; for the mere fact 
that they lowered some duties did not alter the economic prin- 
ciple of the measure. The Congressional elections of 1894 turned 
again on the question of the tariff, and the failure of the Demo- 
crats in legislation and in finance had been so complete that they 
suffered a defeat more crushing than had ever been known when 
the passions of the country were not excited by war. If this 
same issue had remained the dominant one in 1896, the election 
would have been a repetition of those of two years before; but the 
business depression, with the consequent suffering entailed on 
all classes of the community, joined to the very natural eagerness 
of the Democrats to escape from a question upon which they had 
been already so disastrously routed, led to their making the ques- 
tion of free silver the leading issue of the campaign. The con- 
test of 1896, therefore, was decided upon the money question and 
only secondarily upon that of the tariff. The Kepublican party, 
which stood for a gold standard and for protection, won, and 
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since then has held complete control of all branches of the govern- 
ment. 

Thns returned to power, the Kepublicans substituted a consist- 
ent protective tariff for the incoherent measure of 1894, and 
established the gold standard as firmly as it was possible to estab- 
lish it by legislation. This action, with the coming of questions 
involving the Spanish War, territorial expansion, and the 
enhanced importance of our foreign relations, pushed into the 
background the issues of the tariff and the currency, upon which 
the politics of the country had turned from 1888 to 1896. The 
result of the past eight years has been, therefore, to produce con- 
ditions which give to the pending national campaign a somewhat 
unusual character. There is no one great and dominant issue, 
involving the destruction of an old policy or of a settled system of 
administration, or the establishment of a new policy or system, 
which absorbs the public mind and upon which it is obvious that 
the election must turn. On the other hand, there is no oppor- 
tunity for that meanest of all campaigns, which turns upon 
charges, and personal attacks upon the characters and careers, 
both private and public, of the candidates. Yet the issue to be 
decided is, none the less, a momentous one. It involves, in the 
broadest way, public policies and national administration, for 
the policies pursued in the recent past are those of the present 
moment and of the immediate future. The question for the people 
to decide this year is, whether these policies shall be carried on as 
they have been and are now being carried on, whether the govern- 
ment shall be administered as it has been and is now being ad- 
ministered, or whether the policies and administration alike shall 
be committed to new hands, without any very clear knowledge of 
what those new hands would do should power be entrusted to them. 
This question can only be decided intelligently by a consideration 
of what the party in power has been doing, and what the party 
cut of power seems likely to do under conditions and in the 
presence of problems which have been existent and vital in the 
recent past, and are so at this moment. This is very far from 
being the old demand that the Eepubliean party should be re- 
tained in power because it fought the Civil War and abolished 
slavery, or that the Democratic party should be kept out of power 
because it supported slavery and opposed the war. The argument 
here is that the party in control of the government should be 
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continued in its control because it is at this moment dealing with 
the same questions which it has been dealing with for the last 
eight years, and that if it remains in power it will go on dealing 
with these identical questions in precisely the same manner. It 
is not necessary to ask what the Eepublican party proposes to do 
as to any subject of public interest now present in the minds of 
the country, but what they have been doing and what they are 
doing as a matter of fact. In other words, it is upon the action 
of the Republican parly and its administration during the last 
few years, and upon its policies and its character as contrasted 
with the attitude, propositions, and character of the Democratic 
party, that this election must be decided. 

Let us now apply this rule to the various questions of public 
interest before the country in turn and consider the result. Let us 
begin with the tariff, which is always with us. The Republican 
party is for protection, as it always has been. A somewhat care- 
ful study of the Democratic official utterance upon this question 
leads one to the conclusion that the Democratic party is not for 
free trade, but is for some kind of protection which shall be a 
little different from the Republican kind, but which shall result 
in a tariff that will suit every district and every State, guard our 
industries and our labor, be a burden to no one, and afford no help 
to wicked persons combined in trusts. This kind of a protective 
tariff which the Democrats propose, is one which everybody de- 
sires; but the only law which would meet these requirements is 
one which has never been drafted, and which exists only in the 
glittering generalities of the platform-makers. The tariff, how- 
ever, is eminently a practical question which cannot be settled by 
unmade laws or unformulated schedules, varying for every dis- 
trict and suited for all localities, and the only real way to decide 
it is to see what the two parties have done in this direction. 

The last Democratic revision of the tariff, whether from a free 
trade or a protective standpoint, was a gloomy failure. Mr. 
Cleveland took so dark a view of the performance that he called 
it " perfidy and dishonor," and would not sign the bill. The last 
Republican revision of the tariff, on the other hand, has been a 
great success. Under it the country has had varying degrees of 
prosperity, but always prosperity, and generally of the highest 
kind. It has produced abundant revenue, and has been accom- 
panied by the greatest expansion of foreign exports ever known. 
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If business conditions in the course of the next year or two de- 
mand a revision of the tariff, is it not likely to be made better 
by the party which has been eminently successful in revision 
than by the party which absolutely failed when that task was com- 
mitted to it? 

Take the currency. The highest authority in the Democratic 
party, the National Convention, has just assured us that the gold 
standard is not an issue, and that the Democratic candidates can 
hold any opinion upon this subject which they see fit. This is 
liberal and tolerant, but is it reassuring? The gold standard 
depends upon laws upon the statute-books. These laws were 
placed there by the Eepublican party. So long as the Eepublican 
party is in power, they will neither be attacked nor repealed, be- 
cause the Eepublican President and the Eepublican party are 
absolutely at one in their belief in these laws. The Eepublicans 
cannot hold any views they desire about the gold standard 
and remain, properly speaking, Eepublicans. The Democratic 
candidate for President voted for Bryan and free silver in 1896 
and 1900 — and the Democratic candidate for Vice-President 
voted against the resumption of specie payments act in 1875. 
They are both of opinion now that the gold standard is fixed irrev- 
ocably, but they have themselves shown an interesting flexibility 
on this important question. Democratic Congressmen and Sena- 
tors, for their part, are at perfect liberty to go to Washington and 
make any attacks they please upon our currency laws and upon the 
gold standard. Even if they should fail in their assaults, agita- 
tion about the standard of money and attacks upon it are only 
less prejudicial to business confidence than the absolute repeal 
of existing laws would be. It is, in other words, of the utmost 
importance not only that the President should regard the gold 
standard as fixed and irrevocable, but that he should believe in the 
gold standard, a point upon which the Democratic candidate has 
not instructed us, and that his party should hold that the gold 
standard is not only fixed and irrevocable, but the only sound 
standard to be maintained by a great commercial country. 

Let us now come to foreign relations, which have assumed 
a gravity and importance during the last eight years quite un- 
known to the thirty years which preceded 1896, and which are cer- 
tain to increase in importance and never again to diminish. Have 
not our foreign relations been well managed during that period 
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by the Republican party ? I do not think any reasonable man will 
answer otherwise than in the affirmative. Foreign opinion cer- 
tainly recognizes in the fullest manner the great success of Presi- 
dent McKinley, President Eoosevelt, and Mr. Hay in this direc- 
tion. Could anything have been better than our course in China 
at the time of the Boxer troubles, or more masterly than the 
settlement of the difficult Venezuela complications, or more suc- 
cessful than the settlement of the Alaskan Boundary dispute? 
Are we not at peace with all the world, and were we ever more 
respected abroad? The last time the Democratic party had con- 
trol of our foreign relations, they signalized that control by a 
blundering attempt to reverse the unbroken policy of America in 
regard to Hawaii, which has since become a territory of the United 
States, and by taking a feeble attitude toward Spain which showed 
a complete misconception of existing conditions and made it im- 
possible to avoid war. If the Republican administrations have 
managed our foreign relations with complete success, and if the 
last efforts of the Democratic party in that direction were equally 
conspicuous blunders, why take this all-important power of gov- 
ernment from the hands of the successful and give it to the critics 
who have failed? 

The Republicans were responsible for the conduct of the War 
with Spain. The victory was complete and came in a hundred 
days, which offers a fair presumption that if the perils of war 
should again be forced upon us, wbich no one anticipates, the Re- 
publican party will again prove itself capable of meeting such 
emergencies. 

We have dealt successfully with Cuba for the great benefit both 
of her people and of ours. Is there any reason to suppose we 
shall not continue to deal well with Cuba, with whom our rela- 
tions must always be close? Are we not likely to do better than 
the men who voted against the Piatt Amendment and the treaty 
of reciprocity ? 

Our administration of the Philippines has been a great and ac- 
knowledged success. Law and order reign in the islands to a 
degree never known before. We have conferred upon the people 
an amount of civil liberty utterly unknown to them hitherto. We 
have given them a larger share in their own government than 
they have ever had, and are steadily increasing their opportunities 
for self-government. Is it likely that a party which has opposed 
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every measure for the benefit of the Philippine Islands will ad- 
minister their affairs better than the party which, in three years, 
has done so much for them? The Democrats demand that we 
shall promise them independence, not now, not in five years, not 
in ten years, nor at any definite time, but simply make an empty 
promise. The Democrats in this proposition are thinking of votes 
in the United States which may be gained by such a promise as 
they propose to offer. The Eepublicans, thinking of the Fili- 
pinos and of their interests, and not of the votes to be gained or 
lost in the United States, know that nothing could be more harm- 
ful to the Philippine people and their interests than to make to 
them vague promises, or, indeed, any promises which we are not 
prepared to carry out at once and to the letter. 

For three-quarters of a century the United States has been 
longing, hoping and planning for a canal to connect the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific oceans. Within the past eight years, a Eepublican 
administration has removed the obstacle to a purely American 
canal which existed in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Pressing 
steadily forward, President Roosevelt with swift decision and un- 
hesitating action has acquired for the United States complete 
control of the best route. Panama has been paid her ten millions, 
the French rights and all the work done by the French have been 
bought for forty millions more, and this immense monetary trans- 
action has been carried through without a jar to business or any 
strain upon the Treasury. A commission has been appointed and 
the work upon the canal begun. Is it wise to take this vast under- 
taking from the hands of those who have made it possible and 
who have started the work, and entrust it to those who have done 
nothing but clamor for a canal, while they diligently threw every 
possible obstacle in the way of our having one ? 

The country has been much excited and public opinion much 
aroused of late years as to great combinations of capital. The 
Eepublican party has enforced the law against these combinations, 
and has passed new laws to prevent unjust and illegal freight dis- 
criminations and to secure due publicity in regard to corporations. 
The Democratic party, having failed to enforce the law when it 
had the opportunity, now promises to enforce it if entrusted with 
power, and alleges that the Eepublican party, when it enforced 
the law, did not really mean to do what was actually and effect- 
ively done. Is this a sufficient argument for taking the question 
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from the hands of the party which has really acted upon it, and 
entrusting it to a party which has contributed to the solution of 
this difficult problem, requiring the firmest, most careful and most 
conservative treatment, nothing but lungs and language? 

Such in brief review are the pending questions of the campaign; 
those questions which are of interest to-day, and which are certain 
to be before Congress and the administration in the immediate 
future. It is for the people to say whether they wish these ques- 
tions to be dealt with as the Eepublican party has been and is deal- 
ing with them, or whether they will entrust them to another party 
which has thus far failed, even when they have had an opportunity, 
to solve these problems, or which in opposition has shown no 
greater capacity than to resist Eepublican action merely because 
it was Eepublican. 

It only remains now to look at the character of the two parties 
and their candidates. To attempt to separate a Presidential 
candidate from his party is always both idle and mischievous. 
We do not elect a single man to govern the United States. We 
entrust the government to a party, represented both in the Execu- 
tive and in Congress. Is the Democratic party as well constituted 
as the Eepublican party to carry out governmental policies and 
deal with existing questions? The ruling element in the Demo- 
cratic party, both in the Senate and in the House, is furnished by 
the South, and Southern Senators and Bepresentatives are elected 
exclusively on a single issue, that of race, which is not an existent 
question in the Congress of the United States. The result is that 
the ruling element of the Democratic party in Washington is 
chosen to office on a wholly irrelevant issue. They agree as to what 
the relations between the blacks and the whites in the South should 
be and they agree upon nothing else. When they come to dealing 
with the tariff they vary in opinion, from the high protectionists 
of Louisiana to rabid free-traders like Mr. Bourke Cockran of New 
York. For this reason, they cannot pass a tariff bill because they 
have no general agreement among themselves upon a tariff policy. 
In regard to the currency, they vary from the free silver of Ne- 
braska and Nevada to the extreme gold standard of New York, 
and there is no cohesion among them sufficient to prevent any 
sort of attack upon the gold standard emanating from their ranks. 
They clamor for reciprocity, which is essentially a protective 
policy; yet, when they came to the treaty with Cuba, every vote 
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but one against Cuban reciprocity was furnished by a Democrat. 
They were vociferous in their- zeal for a canal, and every vote 
against the treaty, which, for the first time and finally, gave us a 
canal route, was furnished by a Democrat. Is this incoherent 
body as good an instrument for government which must be car- 
ried on by a political party as the Eepublican party, which is 
thoroughly united in general principles and able to formulate its 
policies in law? 

Pass from the parties to the candidates. There is no need, even 
if I had space, to rehearse the career of President Koosevelt. His 
views on all the great questions of public policy and administra- 
tion are familiar to every man and woman in the United States. 
He has carried on the policies of his predecessor ; he has been loyal 
to Eepublican principles. He has fearlessly enforced the laws in 
regard to trusts. His prompt and courageous action has given us 
the Panama Canal. He has raised the prestige of the Monroe 
Doctrine to a higher point than ever before, and brought the great 
nations of the earth to the Hague Tribunal, a signal service to the 
cause of peace. Under his administration and that of Mr. Boot, 
the Army has been raised to a higher efficiency than ever before. 
The Navy was never so strong, and wrong-doing in the Depart- 
ments of the government has been investigated, brought to light, 
and punished with an entire disregard of personal or political ties. 
His character is above reproach, his courage is as unquestioned as 
his patriotism; he is trained to public life and public questions. 
There is no part of this country which he does not know, and with 
which he does not sympathize, and the only charge made against 
him is that he is unsafe because he has shown himself dangerous 
to law-breakers great and small. He is aware that the highest con- 
servatism lies in the maintenance of the laws, and the most 
dangerous anarchy in the failure to enforce them. There is no 
mystery about him, and he has no secrets from the American 
people. His associate on the ticket is a distinguished Senator 
and eminent lawyer, trained at the bar and in public life. He is a 
consistent, lifelong Eepublican of settled principles and firm con- 
victions. He is fitted in every way in which a man can be fitted 
for the safe, wise, prudent conduct of government. 

Over against President Eoosevelt the Democrats have nomi- 
nated Judge Parker of New York. He, too, is a gentleman of 
unblemished character. He has been for many years a sound and 
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respectable, if not a brilliant, judge. His opinions upon public 
questions are totally unknown, with a single exception. The 
country is aware now that he believes the gold standard to be 
fixed and irrevocable. After the Democratic platform had been 
agreed upon and all references to the gold standard omitted by a 
formal vote, and after Judge Parker had been nominated by the 
votes of silver men who had been assured by Mr. Hill that he did 
not know his candidate's views upon the money question, Judge 
Parker broke his silver silence with golden speech. Although 
Judge Parker had voted twice for Mr. Bryan on a platform of 
free silver at the ratio of sixteen to one, no one supposed that 
he really meant what his vote said. Every one believed, I think, 
that he was in favor of the gold standard; but the importance of 
his telegram consisted in the fact, not that it was an expression of 
his opinion, but that it converted him to that extent from a name 
into a person. No safer telegram was ever sent. The courage, 
which made two or three somewhat neurotic newspapers hysteric- 
al, is not equally obvious to sensible men or to those familiar 
with politics. But the adroitness and effectiveness of the tele- 
gram, sent at the precise moment when it could not endanger his 
nomination, and when it saved the party from being utterly hope- 
less in the campaign, are beyond question. His associate on 
the ticket is a most excellent gentleman, of large property and 
eighty-one years old. I believe that sentence states Mr. Davis's 
qualifications for the Vice-Presidency completely. The most in- 
teresting point about his candidacy is the speculation which it 
opens, if the Democrats should win, of Judge Parker's Secretary 
of State, presumably Mr. Hill, attaining to the Presidency. 

The parties and their candidates are before the country. The 
Eepublican party deserves success because its efficiency as an 
instrument of government has been proved. It is a party capable 
of government and of administration. The Democratic party 
has manifested only incapacity in this direction. The Eepublican 
party should be retained in power because its policies have been 
tried and proved, and because, by its character, its solidarity and 
its action at the present moment and in the immediate past, it 
gives a better pledge for a safe, strong and prosperous government 
than any platform utterances or even than a single telegram can 
possibly furnish. H. C. Lodge. 



